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DETAILED ACTION 


Response to Amendment 

1 . This action is in response to amendments filed on October 25, 2004. 

Specification 

2. After consideration of the amendments made to the specification to include 
double spaced lines, the Examiner has withdrawn the objection to the specification. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

3. After consideration of the amendments made to claims 5, 10-13, 17, and 24 
to correct antecedent basis issues, the Examiner has withdrawn the rejections of the 
claims under 35 USC 112. 


Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed October 25, 2004 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. Applicant argued that Cloutier and Stein do not teach: 

a) Using a wireless device to select a message from a mailbox content list; 

b) Receiving the selected message on the wireless device. 

c) Receiving the selected message over a wireless network. 

Examiner respectfully submits that Applicant has misinterpreted the prior art of 

record. 
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Regarding item a), in col. 3, lines 24-32, Stein teaches: "As a method for 
interacting with electronic mail messages on a mobile device, the mobile device 
being able to connect to a remote mail server through a wireless data network, an 
embodiment of the invention includes: ...selecting one of the entries of the electronic 
mail list being displayed on the display screen of the mobile device..." Thus, it is clear 
that the teachings of Stein provide a means for using a wireless device to select a 
message from a mailbox content list as claimed by the Applicant. 

Regarding item b), Cloutier teaches: "The message recipient may then remotely 
retrieve the message by establishing communications with the enhanced messaging 
system either by telephone or other communication media..." (col. 2, lines 41-45). 
Although the teachings of Cloutier fail to expressly teach "other communication media" 
being the wireless device, Stein teaches a method for interacting with messages using a 
wireless device, Stein col. 3, lines 8-39. Given the teachings of Stein, it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the present invention 
to modify the teachings of Cloutier with Stein to have the wireless device belong to the 
group of "other communication media" for the purpose of receiving the selected 
message on the wireless device. 

Regarding item c), as mentioned previously, in col. 3, lines 24-32, Stein teaches: 
"As a method for interacting with electronic mail messages on a mobile device, the 
mobile device being able to connect to a remote mail server through a wireless 
data network...". Although not expressly taught in Cloutier, given the teachings of Stein 
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it would have also been obvious to modify the teachings of Cloutier to receive the 
selected messages over a wireless network. 

5. Accordingly the references supplied by the examiner in the previous office 
action cover the claimed limitations. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-24 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. Applicant is requested to review the 
prior art of record for further consideration. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1,2, 4-7, 9-14, 16-20, 22-24, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Cloutier, in view of Stein et al (hereinafter Stein), U.S. Patent 
6,289,212 (supplied by Applicant). 

8. In considering claims 1, 7, 14, and 19, Cloutier teaches a method and system 
for utilizing a push model to provide access to messages in one or more of a voice, a 
fax, an e-mail and a unified mailbox through a wireless network, the method comprising 
the steps of: 
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a) Automatically receiving a message alert from a server 120 through a 
wireless network and viewing the alert on a wireless device 170, (col. 2, 
lines 30-41, Fig. 1); 

b) Forming a communication link through the wireless network thereby 
linking the wireless device and the server for receiving a message, and 
providing the message to the user, (col. 2, lines 41-45). 

Although the method of Cloutier shows substantial features of the claimed 
invention, it fails to explicitly disclose: 

c) The message alert being a mailbox content list; selecting a message with 
the wireless device; and receiving the message over a wireless network. 

Nevertheless, in a similar field of endeavor, Stein teaches a method for providing 
electronic mail services during network unavailability comprising: 

c) Receiving a mailbox content list from a server over a wireless network; 
scrolling through the mailbox content list with a wireless device; and 
selecting a message with the wireless device, (col. 3, lines 8-39). 
Thus given the teachings of Stein, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to modify the teachings of Cloutier to show the message alert being a 
mailbox content list that a user could scroll through on a wireless device in order to 
select a message to be received over the wireless network. This would have provided 
the user the flexibility to select which message the user desired to receive, in the case 
that multiple messages were available for the user on the server, Stein, col. 3, lines 24- 
32. 
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9. In considering claims 2, 9, and 20, Cloutier teaches a new message 
notification. See col. 2, lines 30-41. 

10. In considering claims 4, 16, and 22, Cloutier teaches viewing the alert without 
accessing the wireless network. See col. 2, lines 30-41 . 

1 1 . In considering claims 5, 1 7, and 23, Cloutier further teaches the user issuing 
a command using the wireless device. See col. 6, lines 50-54. 

12. In considering claims 6, 18, and 24, Cloutier further teaches the server 
playing the message according to a command given by the user. See col. 6, lines 54- 
61. 

13. In considering claim 10, the system of Cloutier provides a means for viewing 
a new message notification and an updated content list by a user with the wireless 
device. See col. 2, lines 30-41 . 

14. In considering claim 11, although the system of Cloutier shows substantial 
features of the claimed invention, it fails to explicitly disclose: 

a) Scrolling through a mailbox content list. 
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Nevertheless, in a similar field of endeavor, Stein teaches a method for providing 
electronic mail services during network unavailability comprising: 

a) Scrolling through a mailbox content list with a wireless device, (col. 3, lines 
24-39). 

Thus given the teachings of Stein, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to modify the teachings of Cloutier to show scrolling through an updated 
mailbox content list with the wireless device. This would have provided the user the 
flexibility to select which message the user desired to receive, in the case that multiple 
messages were available for the user on the server along with the new message, Stein, 
col. 3, lines 24-32. 

15. In considering claim 12, Cloutier further teaches a user selecting a message 
by issuing a command to the server. See col. 6, lines 50-54. 

16. In considering claim 13, Cloutier further the server delivering the message 
selected by the user and the message being played for the user by the wireless device. 
See col. 6, lines 54-61. 

1 7. Claims 3,8,15,21, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Cloutier, in view of Stein, and further in view of the Applicants 
Admitted Prior Art (AAPA). 
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18. In considering claims 3, 8, 15, and 21, although the combined methods of 
Cloutier and Stein show substantial features of the claimed invention, they fail to 
expressly disclose the wireless network having a low data-bandwidth, and a high-data 
latency. 

Nevertheless, it was well known in the art at the time of the present invention for 
wireless networks to have a low data-bandwidth, and a high-data latency. This was 
admitted by the applicant in the specification on page 1, line 33, and page 2, lines 1-5. 

Thus given the teachings of the AAPA it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the teachings of Cloutier and Stein to show the wireless 
network having a low data-bandwidth, and a high-data latency. This would have shown 
that the methods of Cloutier and Stein work in networks that were well known at the 
time of the present invention such as wireless networks with low data-bandwidth, and 
high-data latency. 

Conclusion 

19. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented 
in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
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mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

20. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Hassan Phillips whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3940. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Zarni Maung can be reached on (571 ) 272-3939. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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1/24/05 



